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1'02
Intro

Today we will 7”va learn 7" 97 of XP X212 NHOH
Some of the topics we will learn about include.

01 MW M1 15 'R
The Halachos of 71513 do not apply to a stolen item whose
value is less than a nv17o.

The two versions of X959 17 regarding the Mishnah’s
Halachah of

1IPa 700 MW MNom N s S

PINR 25 IR IR

If a person stole someone’s item and the 51 forgave the
item aside for a small portion worth less than a 7v119, the
1% is not obligated to return it to the St

Does this apply only when
nYR Y PRY

The actual item no longer exists
Or even when

YR

The actual item that still exists

R17's question of

7017992 MTHR DWW O

I AN DNR Hm

If a person stole two bundles that were together worth one
70199, and he returned only one bundle, does he need to
return the second bundle or not?

The question of

D POV VAW

A person stole y»nn and over Pesach it became X372 710N,
forbidden in all benefits, and has no value. If the 1) then
swore falsely that he did not steal the y»r and then 777, he
admitted to the theft, is he obligated in bwx1 wmn or not?

PTPO1 71917
POIRI 271 190 POV WY3

If a person was given an item to guard and he denied
possession of the 1179, but he was not Ipw5 vawy, he is
considered a 1>t in that he is now liable for the item even
if it was accidentally ruined.

And

m7 Moo

He is disqualified to testify, because a 1>t is m7v5 Ho9.

However

DIRI RD”P]

mTv7 W

If the 7po was not in his possession, but was situated in
marshland, he is eligible to testify, and he would be o
poNR3, because he is not considered a 1.

mb»1 917

m7b v

If aperson denied a loan and 07 confirmed that he did
owe the money, he is eligible to testify, because he is not
considered a 1>,
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So let'sreview ...

The previous Mishnah taught

1IP2 7019 MW Mo N b S

MINR 795 PR IR

Ifa person stole someone’s item and the S forgave the
item aside for a small portion worth less than one o119,
the 1511 is not obligated to return this to the t3, but rather
he keeps it until the 51 claims it, because there is no 7>
for less than one nv1Id.

The Gemara offers two version of 99 27's explanation of
this Halachah:

1.

x990 17 makes the following distinction

YR 2N PRY ROR MW RS

MINR 125 7% 7R YT Har

I RDV PV

The Mishnah’s ruling is limited to where the actual item
no longer exists, and the 1513 does not have to return a
payment of 1170 mwn mino.

However, if the actual item does exist, the 15 must return
the item to the owner even though he only owes him a
portion of 710 MwWH MO, out of concern that the item’s
value might increase, and the portion will become worth a
70190 MY.

2.

The second version;

YR AT RIV R

NP AT PRY RIW RO

IR 190 TR IR

Regardless of whether the actual item exists or not, the 1
does not have to return nv1O MwH Mno, and

PP RS 37N KW

We need not be concerned that the item’s value might
increase.

DafHachaim.org

B4

1P MAND M MIMEm am b
PR 70 T NN
If a person stole someone’s item

and the br) forgave the item aside for a small portion
worth less than one npNy,

The)51a is not obligated to return this to the 51,
but rather he keeps it until the 5121 claims it,

1

£OO P
NP NPT PRY ROR 1Y XY
PINR 7979 IR NP1P 05T Har
PPN RDVY |IWIN

where the actual item no longer exists, and the)>1a does not
have to return a payment of nb1® Mwn MN.

However, if the actual item does exist,
the 512 must return the item to the owner
even though he only owes him a portion of nbN® MYH NN,
out of concern that the item’s value might increase,
and the portion will become worth a npno mw.

2
£OO P

NP 0T RIW XY
NNP NI PRY RIW RN
PINR 979 PN IINR
Regardless of whether the actual item exists or not,
the)>1a does not have to return npn® MYH NING,
And..

]I RD PN ROWD

We need not be concerned that the item’s value
might increase.
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The Gemara proceeds with several related rulings and
inquiries by X2

K27 IR

mors WHwa MR wHw S

DI Y 1T N

If a person stole three bundles that were together worth
three mv119, and then their value decreased and they are
now worth only two mvi1o;

DY O PINN DR

nINRI> AN 270

Even if the 1 already returned two bundles, he is still
obligated to return the third bundle, even though it is
currently not worth a 770199, because as Rashi explains
O T M7 TN YW1

At the time of the theft this item was worth a nv179.

N1 asks

70192 MTHR 1w S

D I DOR I TN

What is the Halachah if he stole two bundles that were
together worth one 70119, and he returned only one
bundle, does he need to return the second bundle or not?
Do we say

751 RYY ROWA

The 157 does not possess a 71>t of a o170 anymore, and
the nawn arn was fulfilled.

OR we say

23 RIT AN TR RN

The 154 did not return the 751 of a 7010 to the owner, and
the nawn arn was not fulfilled.

The Gemara concludes

IR PR AP0 70 DY R

IND PR 7AW MED

The 1511 is not obligated to return the second bundle;
however the Mitzvah is not fulfilled unless he does return
it.

DafHachaim.org

AP M
MVIID WHY2 MTIIR WHW HTa
DONW Y 17T 15T

If a person stole 3 bundles that were worth 3 MmNy,
and then their value decreased
and they are now worth only two mvno

D'NW 1Y THN OX
NINXR 1Y PNNY 20N

Even if the b1 already returned two bundles
he is still obligated to return the third bundle,
even though it is currently not worth a nbno.

Because as Rashic explainy
QYD O N0 obli ! NVE3
At the time o% the z‘/%f this item wab worthy & >00.

2

NVID2 MTIIR *NW ST
1NN 1N DNR Y PITNM

Do we say

R RNWN
N9

The)b1a does not possess a
nb1a of a npno anymore,

Or do we say

N9°72 1T RO RN
1722 'RINT

The 512 did not return the
nb1a of a npno to the owner,
and the nawn 2rn was not
fulfilled.

v
JRD PR NIV 19 5D 9N
JRD PR NIWN MND

The)b1a is not obligated to return the second bundle;
however the Mitzvah is not fulfilled
unless he does return it.
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N1 asks regarding the Halachah in the Mishnah on "3 97
2"y

mo97 PHY 721 YIon i

7195 oW 7 IR

If a person stole ynn and over Pesach it became 71X3772 710K,
forbidden in all benefits, and has no value, he may return
the item as is to the owner.

1M YOV YV

What is the Halachah if the 151 swore falsely that he did
not steal the y»n and then 777, he admitted to the theft, is
he obligated in bwR) WM or not?

Do we say

79 OW VA 2D RT 1

5992 Rp RN

His m»aw is considered to be a denial of a monetary claim,
because had the ynn been stolen from the 151,

TN NYWD DYWN

He would have to pay its original worth to the owner.
Therefore,

DURI WMINA 2N

OR we say

7N RO DPH ROW

R RPYY RIOM

RIOP Y IDI RN

His m»maw is not a denial of a monetary claim, because the
p»n currently has no value, and the 15 can return it as is.
Therefore,

DWRI WM NV

The Gemara says however, according to 127 there is no
question, because he says in the following case;

A RY IR R, N2 N0

PHY IR DIN AW, ORIV D

If someone claimed that a person stole his ox. The person
responded I did not steal it, but rather [ was guarding it for
you, and he was Ipw5 vaws and then 77m;

R

ATANI 722310 103D 09 W

He is liable for owxi wmn. Although his 72w was not a
denial of the actual ox from its owner, nevertheless, he is
17, since through the my1aw that he’s a "W and not a 51
he would be exempt had the ox been lost or stolen, the
712w is considered a denial of X1», a monetary claim.

And accordingly regarding nooa y»n, even though the
72w was for an item that has no value, he is 271 because
25w V2 1IN ORT I

75 990 Rp RIOD

Since if the yn would have been stolen from the 1513 he
would need to pay its original value, the 1w is
considered a denial of Xymn.

to be a denial of a monetary

DafHachaim.org

P

NODdN 1YY 72 YN T
77199 75W N 1% MR

If a person stole yon and over Pesach it became nRxn2 DR,
and has no value, he may return the it as is to the owner.

1N 1O Yaw)

What is the Halachah if the)b1a swore falsely
that he did not steal the ypn, and then admitted,
is he obligated in bwR) woIn or not?

Do we say Or do we say
2 RT D NI RN NN RNWN
N9 IMMY I RN RNHYI RIDM

M 99D kP RN RN 1Y DI RN

Hisnmaw isnot a denial
of amonetary claim, because
theynon currently has no value,
and the)bta can return it as s.

Hisnmaw is considered

claim, because had the ypn
been stolen from the b1,
N0 nvw> pbwn

Hewould have to pay its DWR1 wpIND 7LD

original worth to the owner.

Therefore,
DWN) wpPinN2 "N

MM222 XY IR X1, N2 N
1Y 2R DIN MW ,PORR 12°0 N

If someone claimed that a person stole his ox.
The person responded I did not steal it,
but rather I was guarding it for you,
and he waspwb vaw) and then later was nT;

27N
NTI2RY N22220 IPRY JOD MINY

Heis liable for pws woin.

Although his ny2w was not a denial of the actual ox
from its owner, nevertheless, he is 270,

since through the nv1aw that he’s a mw and not a)>1a
he would be exempt had the ox been lost or stolen,
the nvw is considered a denial of Rawn, a monetary claim.
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The Gemara however mentions a contradicting Braisa
regarding the same case of

T2 R WINR RIFT, NN

PHY IR DI MW, ORR IO 0

NV

He is exempt from owx) wmn, because the Pasuk states
2wno

He denied the actual item;

FYaaTmb v

This excludes one who admits to possession of the actual
item, but denied it only regarding a possible future claim.

The Gemara answers:

The Braisa refers to a case of

1o 75 IRPT

The ox was at hand and the owner was told to take it, in
which case there is no possibility for n2°33. Therefore, the
V12w was not for R1HH.

While naa refers to a case of

DRI RD”PT

The ox was away in the marsh, and the 15t first needs to
retrieve it, in which case there is a possibility for 772713
Therefore, the ny1aw was for RnpH.

Dedicated By:
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2

AP
M212 XY N RN ,N222 ™MD
PHY IR DIN MY ,PRR 1290 N
MOD

He is exempt from bwR) wmn, because the Pasuk states

== e

M2 NTIVD DI

This excludes one who admits to possession of the actual
item, but denied it only regarding a possible future claim.

v
While n2) refers to a case of

DaR2 RNMPT

The ox was away in the
marsh, and the 13 first
needs to retrieve it, in which
case there is a possibility for
n22. Therefore, the nviaw
was for .

7970 MY MRPT
The ox was at hand and the
owner was told to take it,
in which case there is no
possibility for nana.
Therefore, the nmaw
was not for RIMY.
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The Gemara continues

NVW 27 IR

NTPo2 019N

PONRI 271 1283 YOV Y3

If a person was given an item to guard and he denied
possession of the 11779 but he was not 7pw5 vaws, he is
considered a 15t in that he is now liable for the item even
if it was accidentally lost or damaged. The Gemara
supports this from a Braisa which states

72wn

WY NN

The word wnoi in the Pasuk teaches that if a person only
denied possession, he is liable for a punishment;

non W

This refers to a monetary punishment, as the Pasuk
afterward states

1200 DR 20

As Rashi explains

PIWIA P R

12w TAYT TV WN NYWn

He becomes liable for the item from when he made the
iwnoi until he returns the item to its owner.

And accordingly

MY 5109 PTP92 1010

If he denies possession of the 779, and 7Y confirmed
that the 7po was in his possession, he is disqualified to
testify, because a 1ot is mTYH Ho0.

However,

YD W DI XDV

If the 7o was not in his possession, but in the marsh, he
is eligible to testify and he would be ponxa 1109, because
he is not considered a 157

Y R RIVIRTR 772 RIOHOWK 7207

As he only meant to evade the owner to gain some time so
that he can go and retrieve the item.

Dedicated By:
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2 2y it
NTPDA DN
PONR2 29 1912 1PHY NV

If a person was given an item to guard
and he denied possession of the pPTpo but was not vaw>
W), he is considered a)b1a in that he is now liable for
the item even if it was accidentally lost or damaged.

The Gemara supporty thiy %’om/ @ Braisa which
Mafe
=2t
Gy ysy‘//
The word Opy in the Pasuk teaches
that % @ person onl?/ denied possession,
he iy liable /W @ /za/u}}/mw;
o o

Thiy r%em/ tw mmez‘arg: W ad the Pasuks
2

nortin mx 2

A Rashis explaingy
DIPEH3 D ONP
OSED 795V7 7Y £NOY DYEN
He becomes liable %or the ifem %/om/ when he made the
20039 wnitil he returny the item ty ity owner.

And accordingly
mMTY 70D NTPD2 991N

If he denies possession of the iTpo,
and o1 confirmed that the pTpo was in his possession,
he is disqualified to testify, because a)b1a is MTv5 Hps.

However,

MTYH WD DIR2 RNP2
If the pTpo was not in his possession, but in the marsh,
he is eligible to testify and he would be ppaN2 v,
because he is not considered a)>13;

NODTNTN 7D NoDDHHWN 12D T
M5 NI
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. And for this reason *7'R 17 says
mo13 99191
mv5 w3
If aperson denied a loan and o7 confirmed that he did

owe the money, he is eligible to testify, because he is not
considered a 1513, as Rashi explains nf,nn 9100

YT PO TV AT A1 mTYY W>

He only meant to delay the mbn, to gain some time until he If a person denied a loan
can repay the money. and p7v confirmed that he did owe the money,

he is eligible to testify, because he is not considered a1,

Ay Bashio %quy
179 PEDE 7Y DNTD D59
He onf?/ meant 1y /e&?/ the 1y,
to gain some time mﬁ%@mrw the maney.
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